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Abstract

Inherited retinopathy, progressive retinal atrophy ( PRA) , is a group of common
inherited retinopathies in dogs. There is no treatment for inherited retinopathy to date.
Loss of vision cells by apoptosis is a key feature of PRA. Microglia cells have been
believed to play an important role in neurodegenerative diseases. Light-induced retinal
degeneration has been a good experimental model to study the pathophysiology and
therapeutic modalities in photoreceptor-led retinal degeneration. The purpose of this
study was to evaluate the neuroprotective effect of cannabidiol (CBD) to investigate
whether CBD can ameliorate light-induced retinal degeneration. Sprague-Dawley rats
received an intraperitoneal injection of CBD, minocycline or vehicle 12 hours before
exposure to white light. Morphologic, immunohistochemical, and scotopic
electroretinograms were performed to evaluate the effect of CBD and the possible
involvement of microglial cells. After exposure to light scotopic electroretinography
showed that both the amplitude of a- and b-wave significantly reduced of the
vehicle-treated group. Retinal histology revealed that the outer nuclear layer and outer
segment of the retina were significantly decreased in vehicle-treated group, and
0OX42-positive microglia occurred in the ONL and subretinal space. The CBD-treated
group showed markedly better preservation of retina electrophysiologically and
morhologically after light damage, and significantly reduced the number of
0OX42-positive microglia than the vehicle-treated group. CBD may process
neuroprotective effect against photoreceptor degeneration following light exposure

based on this study, and possibly through the inhibition of retinal microglial activation.
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cone-rod degeneration (crd) o5 i3 LnRP A W ¥ F 24 67 #£1
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2005) -
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BF R PRERAPEBEMRERS F F L (retinal pigment epithelium,
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BREED

FARLY-ONSET DISEASE
Alaskan malamute

Belgian shepherd

Bernese mountain dog

Briard

Bull mastiff

Cardigan Welsh corgi

Collie (rough and smaooth)

Coton de Tulear

Dachshund (miniature long haired)
Dachshund (standard wirehaired)
Douge de Bourdeaux

French mastiff

German shorthaired pointer
Great Pyrenees

Irish setter* (red and white)
Mastiff (old English)

Norwegian elkhound

Pit bull terrier
Schnauzer® (miniature)

LATE-ONSET DISEASE
Akita

American cocker spaniel
American Eskimo
Australian cattle dog*
Australian shepherd
Australian stumpy tail cattle dog*
Bull mastiff

Chesapeake Bay retriever
Chinese crested*
Cockapoo

English cocker spaniel
Entlebucher mountain dog
Finnish Lapphund*
Golden retriever

Kuvasz

Labrador retriever
Lapponian herder®

Mastiff (old English)

Naova Scotia duck-tolling retriever
Papillon

Poodle* (miniature and toy)
Portuguese water dog
Samoyed

Schapendoe

Siberian husky

Sloughi

Spanish water dog
Swedish Lapphund*
Tibelan spaniel

Tibetan terrier

CONDITION NAME SYMBOL

Cone degeneration (hemeralopia) cdd
Photoreceptor dysplasia —
Progressive retinal atrophy PRA
Retinal dystrophy —
Canine multifocal retinopathy CMR
Rod-cone dysplasia 3 red3
Rod-cone dysplasia 2 red2
Canine multifocal retinopathy CMR
Cone-rod degeneration 1 crdi
Cone-rod degeneration crd
Canine multifocal retinopathy CMR
Canine multifocal retinopathy CMR
Cone degeneration (hemeralopia) cd
Canine multifocal retinopathy CMR
Rod-cane dysplasia 1 red]
Canine multifocal retinopathy CMR
Rod dysplasia rd
Early rod degeneration erd
Cone-rod degeneration 2 crd2
Type A-progressive retinal atrophy Type A-PRA
Progressive retinal atrophy PRA
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive retinal atrophy PRA
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive rod-cone degeneration prod
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive retinal atrophy PRA
Pragressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive retinal atrophy PRA
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
X-linked progressive retinal atrophy XLPRA
Progressive retinal atrophy PRA
X-linked progressive retinal atrophy XLPRA
Rod-cone degeneration 1a rcdla
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive rod-cone degeneration pred
Progressive retinal atrophy PRA
Progressive retinal atrophy PRA

# 1-1. if @ P AR 005 8 04 3F o (Maggs etal., 2008)



F1-38 ARPEHOEI R 2 TRA fF
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FAE 0 - AR AR RE LAY § IR A R SR T

ARLA R LR P EEE Y %‘%E’ MR ERERE T T RWE &

(menace test) 2 Rt =30 FRIGE R w3 T AR S R gt 2
d STARRE R R b o P ¥ B &R 4% (ophthalmoscopy ) ¥ 143 IR
Mo (tapetum) =k ke NI F B & % (hyper-reflectivity ) "$
R Y T LR LR ETTS F R = s
FAB 13 B 1478 Xy {FRARPERDFRFLLIRE LS
BARG Y 4 % 0 & H EALK e ¥ F(Kijas etal., 2002) < SEF A g i
Bt 4w gZbad R E S 2) 0 BERIVE L DR &g
F

Boa @It g F R S RRKARKRTRAEF ML FE
2

ta)

SRARR (S B BRI SE G R F LR § L e RS E B K

Qe

B el e i > g2k 2L 3 ) (nontapetal fundus ) » ¥ ac IR
% it (depigmentation) IR % o @ AARA 545 (opticdisc) %A 4 €

gengo -

W 1-3. 3 5 Aunm 93 RF L > 802 il SR B

Lo R F 4 B R P AR o
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Fl-4. PR IBFRPF L L RAH SHNERERAI 4R

P ¥4 54 g AT

O TR AR T R B 2 R R R S OBHE AR R T T g 1

o JRd TR AT G ke #T N R g

(1) A3 4 B (electroretinography; ERG) @ 2 & 1% — i & Jj b
Tl > k3R BB S P & BINC g e > Fp v LG
PP A BN M AREG AL 5 o & A UL R T L B2 4o B
1-5- 2 ¢ AARER R AR “TERehad 3 g wre
(photoreceptor ) ¥ 81k fm¥e 12 & 5 1k w2 1B K T AT A 4 b
T b A R A ¥ (Mullercells) 12 2 i imre
(bipolar cells) ;= 4m g+ cjndm 3 & i 974 4 ehg 0% 5 ¢
AR AR p AtAR s &+ AL K (pigment epithelium ) 9T ik
# (Narfstrom et al., 2002) = F]* o AR5 90 4 B ¥ 12 19 v AR
PTenrt gy AT AR 2 (S e o N AR R P B AR
PRAARF g TRk @ E L F G RA
B b Bk LA AR NT L BIRRIT A AT BE TR R

S S A AN E S R e
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(2)

(3)

b-wave

a-wam

| Towards

| front of
eye (cornea)
4,.

|

W15 2% X SARPETABAIERPETRE>HEBTL -
TEE A AR KD RRmEagad o 102 K p PR AREDER
‘m¥s (bipolar cells) ™ % ¥+ < ‘m¥ (Muller cells ) #73; = -3b
# o TAP : Tapetum, RPE : Retinal pigment epithelial, PR :
Photoreceptor, BPC - R_egi_o_n: of bipolar cells, GCL : Ganglion cell

layer, NFL : Nerve fiber layelr.'o (Petersen-Jones et al., 2005)

%%Wgﬁ%ﬂ&ﬁ&%iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁyggﬁ&%ﬁvu@h~

AP AR e X PR S AR A T AR A TE G

;
)

‘#‘oxflb7.’ Hd i “#}ﬂ?%gﬂ?J'j_ig.——ﬂ-f)é—f’)fé-;ﬁlj%%‘:‘iéﬁ
Mm% o
& Tl iR

Hrer e £ F &7 @A R 4

‘“1

”ﬁ o @ ¥ K RIAZE 30 %;é_"" ﬁ;ﬁ_r‘f’l-i § ’F%'ﬁ%*%
T HPINIREL LT E
Wk GenE e A TG R FERET S 10096 0 2 0t

RN R S & R %M (heterozygous mutation) 3 R
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TP G TG G R T X R (AR e T
P ed Wh A RN @BARREARK PP AN ¢ X
TR TSR AR R e s A R a2 5

O R S 0 H 3 B A I ARRRE R iR A e g i

"EE o

¥ kAR 2 B
$2-15 @4
§ o 4 ALY B ALK AR R R R i ®
( Age-Related Macular Degeneration, AMD) % — i H {3 e384 %5 P
AR TR ARRNR ki 2 g Ao - o auT g Rl F R R R
wre §_5d mre k= (8% (apoptosis) @ id & dmie it < e & o FpL
FRRS Sk mre k= i g BRI IR R R R o - B Y P B3 (R
S Ay ALY d o R ARG ARB P OREN T Y hepk
R i@ o dmie chage = o gt 2 eh o R B B A A i ie = i
cf R TR B i F ] -

F]ot & 1966 & d Noell 7 =4 1107 S~ KB (7R F Eig S km
Pk BN > RREEARE AR AV AL DR LRSS €
¥R & R F A g\'u,;i’ » £ H G5 m%ﬁ@gfglé fw¥e k= 7+ = (Noell
etal., 1966; Gordon et al., 2002) » & iGdt f5IL it 3 & Bigdt 2 Mt A
ek R eng 5 4 Flm ook iy £ 97 & e o t2 gt 2 “h Noell 4% 11 ek

AR S =R g FpIt - Ak - £ hig T (photochemical
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damage ) > @ 2Lk 44 iy chif 2 (photothermal damage ) » 2 & £ %] 5 i
POk PR ag B MO B 13 A ARG T 0l B (Wuetal., 2006) o e
efhAd RO R R e 2 Bk ensl o
TPV RRIRkmed 1 E R k= BEN

FI*ESERREGAFE w2 5= AR HRIE T TIIRBE
B(D) I kR G S ndmie F2 RRAEF R EF REFH I R
FEgie- BV E R (2) JI* LA EF AR P w3t g1t
B kP o (3) RIERRBBPRRNUEFBRTIREEF T F
R ILENG T o (4) PoF i TET AT SRR RY 0 LR
i 8 X e B2 B e %3 (Noell et al., 1966; Wenzel et al., 2005) -

- R A ERE AR BT A RSN D F - A
TABRBAPRZ THREAFEF R (948 ) Al & F g

ok PF R e g i

F\.

Bhmwrzd 2R PG T FIAFTIERE ?
R ek pR > A A B Rk kg o BT iRG A

17 it (Noell et al., 1980 ; Malik S et al., 1986 ) -

$2-28 ok AR R ¥ 2 TR IR AR 2 4R 5
d Ef i SRR T eI AF ARG T A > A ESE
ke 2 o {1 gk E it ehipe B (photoactive molecules ) %2 = o 3 & &_=
T ARG T oM R E AR R EiT A RIGd § BIFEE
=
(1) # %% (induction-phase) : I ¥ AL ¥k 2 T 4% F (rhodopsin )
¢ Bofgk 3+ > gt pF 11-cis retinal aldehyde ¢ @5 = 11-trans retinal

aldehyde » 2_ {5 | % fE 2 #-F VAR w4 = R 23558 o A § ok

BT OREFOL A G FEH AT AL N HAES (F 3
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retinoid ) » @ Tk A H ¥ i R X wre T (Saarietal, 1998) o

(2) 7= 2 4 @1 (death-signal transduction-phase 1) : i % 7k pB i}
# ¢ ¥xR3 *§ &= ps (nitric oxide synthase; NOS) e it » Flm %]
% F “ § (nitric oxide; NO) 17 2 51+ % & + (reactive oxygen species;
ROS) » pwe GGz pd Aéd # 1§ 2 ek % (Wuetal,
2006) » ¢+ ¢k ig— & i guanylate cyclase T & ¢cGMP 3 4 > 3 ¥ 2
CGMP 2 45 chi + i i 4B » R AL N AT R R B o A
LEEG YL ERE LA S s W e N T AT R R ¢

+ 2 (Donovan et al., 2001 ) - “ﬁ? P2 e RIFER S § 0 EERT]S

AP-1 (75 1

(3) execution phase : #i& B F¢ FWHI & A FH ¥ i @ 4% caspase
S2F S "$ gt 2_ ¢k 5B 5 proteolytic systems 1§ &_proteasomes 74522
(Wenzel et al., 2005) -

(4) ¥+ #p (termination phase) : 54~ i B F g2 {813 & DNA 4 4
R e k- > e B g gz ¥ 4 YR m e wi';;%—",lf?«‘ Hkm e
(Gordon et al., 2002) -

MT‘ przth s T E R T F IR R F TR E € AR D
MW ke (microglia cells) enE i » I AARREN LR BP FER
ik F o - g 2 R kim0 - (Ng & Streilein et al., 2001; Zhang et
al., 2005) o #c¥ mre B¢ fRAd 5k - bk wre (glial cell ) o

kot Yok e e 59%~20% > H 4 X et - ﬁkf‘:f.j‘%‘i v enE v e

(macrophages ) o — # kR wre E et RAKRE > § 3 A 522G
SO IE 0 frR dnie g X TIET T D A BB 3 R G e B (S O

e A s L T Y L 5@3‘?% %2 (plasma membrane

receptors) & H» & m R FEFF B FRETLG BELNEH



",‘TT 7= Pz 17 i (Gebicke-Haerter et al., 2001; Walter et al., 2003) - # %
2-1 % 2 > LFE T jic B mbe € 208 3 BN A8 wie g & oh
ecE o d R IL-1p~ = fﬁ«fgu %]+ (tissue necrosis factor; TNF-o) 14
&3 &+ (reactive oxygen species; ROS) % > izt ‘w2 tt_fé_ELfT%.‘z
BRMEFRFE I BENEEFFLEF BTG o L EE S AL
B e Ei € A4S hmie it Fla g S HF s R
i %4 5 BE & g = m B i (Yang et al., 2007; Zhang et al.,

2008)° 3 AT Mt TR X PRI G 218 €)= g F 0 LGS I en

>‘

¥ imie & §_ B eimie o A A3~ § 1Y (nitric oxide; NO)
"2 G A _TNF-0 % 47 > F]m i = 4 5019 i (El-Remessy et al., 2008) °
B ALY 4 R R e s b0 AR R S E R
(ganglion layer) 12 2 p F ik & (inner plexiform layer) o < fra
Mo d KRS NRREEG IR e 5] B RAhi R AR
esgenth K (outer segment; OS) 12 2 AR %7 & (subretinal layer) #%
B0 TR A AR GRT T L AR me aE G PR e - KA
18- HAg BB O e § AR A M 4 0 A & o K dwre B Ay

#p B (Zhang & Lei et al., 2004; Ni et al., 2008) -
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Trigger Signaling pathway Released
ATP p38/ ERK TNFa
JNK/ERK/p38 TNFa
IL-1B
p38/ PKC IL-6
ERK/ p38/ PI3K Free radicals
PKC/ MAPK TGF-p
LIF
Plasminogen
TNFa TGF-p
IL-6/ TNFa IL-10
TNFa PKC 02
IL-1B TNFa
Glutamate p38 PGE2
Snbstance P IL6/ PGE2
TBX
PGE2/ EAA

[ 'ﬁ I'\'_E' i 4 ﬁ/:“‘ ~§""“ﬂ 2%(82‘3979? l;"h_q'_]-;- » I & 2’,‘&'323{1‘13{? I'\'_E'

it 2 % € 4 «7F]F o (McMahon etal., 2005)
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$2-3% KFERPEHELTR
FIFT LSBT R RB R T i N EARPERE DG

Tompl G TR ERA BT S8 B

(1) kRRBEDFET FIREFTREFTAEL @ S RPEDG T AP
T o Moriya £ A HF F A RE LLROPFT LG 426 12 ) pF > P&
%% g kwre G ¥ € v 4R (Moriya etal., 1986) "f g2 bR g g
ke # 5 T (cumulative effect )> Noell & 4 IR HE 3 1 4= &
SAM Py AL | FR 3,k BT o b AcH Kok
RS o hp i ey 2 B ki ehf & o Organisciak % 4 5 &9 &+ &
A TREDERRE ARG HERRER S R e il T {
% Bc & (Organisciak et ali, 1989) -

(2) kR R - BARRS PEE B T E XTI RNEE G
B > O’steen & 4 24 FFALPW Tt R B BB R T M > oot
ARag cnk R g i 3 d & b L i ARBRE o % (0'Steen & Anderson
etal., 1972) -

(3) ke £ 2wy P FR> k£ 380nm kBB ET € i
TR ke £ H R me i d oA kK 470 nm Sk BT R ¢

R Rgkmie 2 Lenip oo “fﬁ“iﬂ Grimm % 4 » 2R
Bl T LR VR kT AR e s ok Sk
# (Grimm et al., 2001) -

(4) L5538 I Noell A FR X KRB\ EFLRET 2D
AGEA BERRY  TE S IREERRE L e o AT A
BERR TSGR AR RE Tl 0 2 TRt T KR
enp T L ER S F 2> FE ARG T 2 5 bt g 0 i

PP B R TRB T 0 R § R Y R R R X (Wuetal,
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2006) °
(5)Fsetodrcn e 1Osteen £ X WA & e hF Shd e T LRG D

S B IRE B AR 3 SRR BT 0 2 AT b

ma‘wﬁfnf R Mg Rk s i 2 15 4 ehig 4 4 3 (O'Steen et

al., 1974) -
(6) kAT Efe ~ L G i 2 B e chfflie § 45654 AL RO % 5

3 # %(Gordon et al., 2002) -

g R i 2 qjﬁd ARE TR BE > Ft i dod 2 hig T ¢
MG Kt D e 2 WD R T BT A KLERTRE - B ) 2
TV At F S ™ BRRIR & @ 4191 (O'Steen et al., 1972) » ik
2o tha T O ELBALE B kR % s N RaE L
T A B R AE AR AT o
A. E.%«Iﬁaiﬂ’:??lta

é**%%ﬁ%%ﬁ%%ii@ﬁﬁ%?@%#ﬂ&ﬁ%%ﬁﬂ%

i B BRE o B T A F e A F R e R

244 Fiki MEEGE ﬁFflmﬁmﬂwJF’$-§Pg*k

FXFEEORE - BFG T Y RY wie i) T iR pP A

22 T R RRB LA DF A B PET P B LY P

e o pC AR e R A, BB T T %% S Specht & 4 x4 F IR

BARB LRI T 24 [ PFE LTI K 10960k mre i 4 > F A

BERBEE 1422120 ¢ %24 % X 409045 5k 'm#e (Specht et al.,

1999) - @ fARAe%p k& (inner layer) efR/a pi2. & 7 iy 5 ©#F

g R R E A FF UG UFNEF o DTG T AR PIEARY

LN VRIS B B N oh Btz ek B R R L,

ORI A B DA T R B 0 B REERRE
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TR TR LR FPRL TR R X e ©
2153 ek # AT AR 4 % (Noell et al., 1966) °
p ek s Cicerone & A 4 &~ BLHEN ¢ o 5 K e 1l A4 )k e
Wi g 3 { &R % 2 (Cicerone et al., 1976); @ Lawwill & %
RIEAA TS THERAREIB PP G T AL £
BHRARG TR RGRE PR REFRT G TR0
Rbg kwme bR e Furrd A K (Lawwilletal, 1973) o 7]
P kR AP L G L AT RN LB E G T
AR MG IR ¢2RERAT M (Wuetal, 2006) -
B. AT A B
AT AR E- A R 75 KFFRARA P50 {%‘g
EEBALAE 5P B BN ot AR AR o 4B A K ERT
LA Tk R A ez, 18 0 R IRARIT S (S m e 1L R 2R g e B
B2 s A g B & X B 417 ik  BRR TR
25T R R A RIE) O ERY F ond TR AR
PeREH R RS R o - AL kI AARREET AR Y TR Ihat 5ok
miz 1R Rk e 5Bk T A 4 eh R e b Rl Ed B S
e R FRmie A S ot Flm 2 R AT A 4 ahf it
R R AK p AR F A K HT % (Narfstrom K. et al.,
2002) > o AL CT AR G R p AT R K e g E B e T
FEIR Rm BB GRS T R RFaUR] o
B2 e /]?%#%E'J v R ERA N AL A i (S HARRET AL
Flhaid 12 bk dRGE R 5iE g X% § B A Sip ML W 2-1
FOUBRI ARG T2 cad i bRt PR R LR

bk el ka4 R G R ARG R § i S RBE R
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(Sugawara et al., 2000) ; Noell & 4 » FRALB G T 2 {57 P
B¢ b e Tl W g ERNA FRER DR > 4oF 2225 Fp
GEPRL AT LR Pf—”s_[fia BARR m:}pfiﬂr—(Noell etal., 1966) -
LI P AT E- BB AE Menb k¢ o B P ek B o oo
A2 5 W e o1 X Bl enBl Bk en { + (Takahashi & Machida et al.,

2005) ° "f B2tk FEGR A AR T R Gy B F] G AR R T g
FAR Y G A - ESHARREI N ET AT B ENEFERD
Aol & o Flm AR f o R F A e

PRI AR AR T L KRR R E L R T 30
PR > S S Y R BRI 2 S H R
FHREEL eS0T oui L F L ERBERGaR I E b RIRFF

PRI A F R ER R A RS T RFALS ik o

Control 1000 lux 2000 Tux 3000 lux
N N
]} 12 "J a-Wave e
"" ‘m" =Wave
Scotopic ERG

W 2-1. i 55k PR S o ARIF AR e 00T L 4 35 enfi 5P
%ﬁﬁﬂﬁuﬂ%ﬁ$W?%@?&%%%§§¢¥**@F’
TR AkRG TS ak i blindrigE G T REAR

m 3 * — ] o (Sugawara et al., 2000)
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before
\ | Left Eye Right Eye

/h

7d ~—" —

W22 k@i Uz kRGTUI FEFRAGLEETARE -
FUA ARG T SN PEFLE BARET AR E G A

— g o ¥ N AR (S 14 % ek A% € fok B {5 % T < 4p 02 (Noell

etal., 1966)

C.
o STk R OR G 6 i S AR k2 B R e e

5=

i T RGE G R F AR s AR o B2 B Y R T

S
é...
E

BERRE (S I2 T I T AR RS N R E PO
f FPREREFIAEL - GRIT A HMF PEPREDL - §4%
2 %t“i o BCERB RS B RELST A FRL I SN F
TR ] e k= pEH 4 F B8 %74 %74 ¢ (terminal transferase
biotin-dUTP nick end labeling; TUNEL) » %%‘ PUIEE dmre E = kR
(Abler & Chang et al., 1996)>Zhang & * &% kR E T 2 15 = /]
B—*»j]‘k.? M AR S ok 1% K R 3] TUNEL-positive sk 0 e BF ik
P- X2 BEPIEBREY 0 2 (R kR N3-T X 2 (8 bl g
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Lo RI2-3F g R kR (ST e PE R BRAR R e F 2 ik

(Gordon et al., 2002; Zhang et al., 2005) -

2-3. ] mﬁ*‘z@ R %@Eﬁﬁ 8. TUNEL 7 i -

A AEFRTHE ?ﬁ‘“d%ﬁ&f GRS
TUNEL-positive 5 },@ B,. # ‘?F “74p » TUNEL B £ F fgehim¥e o
kpisy - A aBcEEh d o C, FAIKRE Y = X B Lme ¥
- X oD, kBiEE - A B rmre e £ L o INL : Inner nuclear

layer, ONL : Outer nuclear layer - (Zhang et al., 2005)
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$2-48 s R

ARG RF R AARRHE G T G E R K S
A D e i G ARG A SRk e g Y
2 AFA R KA N e e i~ B B f‘* T X o nf A &
SN B A PR ke R s Rk A 78RR SR ek
o bldradH s 2 ﬁim‘m KR kA AR S ft:ug_;];‘; St N T g
B wte P DA P e § B mre 2 o B ATAET A 1T
BT Rk L MG iy CARIREEY T e 2224
”’@i‘*fiv?f’;“*’bFlkvm#w’g?@tﬁﬂi;ﬁ_ Ao b BN T AL

o erdsd] k58 R sk fmre chig 2 (Wenzel et al., 2005) o
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No Mechanism or Treatment or Species/Model Effect of
target therapy of degeneration treatment
Induction phase
1 Visual cycle Halothane M/Acute white Block of visual
anesthesia light cyele; complete
protection
2 13-cis retinoic Block of visual

Visual cycle

Death-signal transduction I

-

]

Death-Signal
Transduction IT
14

Intracellular
caloium

Mitochondria

Mitochondria

Mitochondria

Reactive oxygen

Reactive oxygen
Reactive oxygen
Reactive oxygen

NOS

MNOS

NOS

AP-1

AP-1

acid

D-Driltiazem,
Ca-channel
blocker

BCL-2
Transgene

BCL-2
Transgene

Bax/Bad double
knockout
DMTU

DMTU
BN

TRX

L-NAME

L-NAME

L-NAME

Activation of
GR., Steroids

Lack of c-fos

25

M/ White light
(48 h)

M/ Acute white
light

M /White light,
(acute or 2-5
weeks)

M/ White light
(2 weeks)

M,/ White light
(7h)

B /Prolonged
green light up to
24h

B /White light
(24 h)

R/ White light
(24 h)

M/Acute white
light

M Acute white
light

M White light
(24 h)

B/Constant
light (1 week)

M/ Acute white
light

M /Acute white
light

cycle, B0%
rescue of ONL
thickness

Prevented
occurrence of
TUNEL-
positive cells in
OMNL

Mo Effect

Protection

90% protection

Protection

Protection
Protection

Protection

Prevented
occurrence of
TUNEL-
positive cells in
ONL

Partial
protection of
morphology,
not function
315% Protection
of morphology

Block of AP-1
activity;
complete
protection
Robust
protection



No Mechanism or Treatment or Species/Model Effect of

target therapy of degeneration treatment

Unknown

Mechanism

16 nid LEDGF R/White light Twice as many
intravitreal (48 h) photoreceptors
injection in treated eye

17 nid bFGF M/ White light Protection
intravitreal (2 weeks)
injection

18 nd bFGF F/White light T0% survival of
mtravitreal (3-14d) photoreceptors
injection vs 28% in

controls

19 nd BFGF R/ White light (1 No Protection
subretinal AAV week)

20 nd bFGF R/ White light (1 Protection of
intravitreal woek) morphology,
HSV-1 but not function

21 nd Block of R/ White light 26% increased
pTSNTR (24 h) survival of

photoreceptors

22 nd Lack of M/Acute white Ca. 30%
pISNTR light increased

survival of
photoreceptors

23 nd Lack of M /White light Mo protection
piSNTR (2 to 3 weeks) in p75—/—, mild

protection in
p75+ /-

24 nd EPO induced by M/Acute white Robust
hypoxia, 1.p. light protection
injection or
from transgene

25 nd PEDF F/White light 60% survival of
mtravitreal (314 d) photoreceptors
injection vs 28% in

controls

26 nd CNTF or M /White light Protection
Axckine for (1-2 weeks)
mtravitreal
injection

7 nd BDNF R/ White light (1 Protection
transgenic cell woek)

28 nd BDNF M /White light Protection
intravitreal (1-2 weeks)
injection

29 nd NT-4 M /White light Protection
intravitreal (1-2 weeks)
injection

30 nd IGF-TT M/ White light Protection
intravitreal (2 weeks)
injection

3l nd Luzindole, B /White hght Protection
melatonin (48 h)
antagonist
mtravitreally

%22 XFERPERHERS Y E

determined - (Wenzel et al., 2005)
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¥ = & 4= g (Cannabidiol ) ¢ 4 22 . »

53-18 A2 k2 H iR Rt B

= Ji (cannabis sativa) % 4 %5 RIS FK A 2 o P 17 2 % & -
BES > ¢ AL A60 B L 2 den it F T B0 ) R R
Y80 FATA e B ARILE & L L S 2 $7dk (cannabinoid) & 4 o
A2 YR & o5 G A FE S Skl 4 dk (psychoactive
component ) > b4 w & X Frfg (Ag—tetrahydrocannabinol; THC) fr=
f# (cannabinol; CBN) % ; m 2 2 £ 5 =& ehd» B (non-psychoactive
component ) > &4e : = fr= fi= (cannabidiol; CBD ) (Amar et al., 2006) - i&
e #%“f T argag A S ow P gwk s & 31 AR
FIREH B S 6 hBILIEH 5@ 35k e PS5~ R~ FURDR  FUR
OB U AR EE %% 0158 X LHFME S K HE F % (Sinor et al.,
2000) -

L o Rd PFRERAFREPHE T RELES w4 S R
B A e &L 214 o SES BT IRV T & SRR T
R PR R R & K ARk o T X D B (TR 12 {8
{ % & i&- # 9% 7 45 33 (Karniol & Carlini et al., 1973; Russo & Guy et al.,

2006) °
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Effect THC CED
ReceptorM™oen-Receptor Effects

CE, (CHNS/PNS receptors) ++ +
CE; (peripheral receptors + +
Vanilloid i TRPV ) receptors - -
Anti-inflammatory + +
COX-1, COX-2 inhibition - -
Immunomodul atory + +
NS Effects

Anticonvulsant + ++
Muscle relaxant ++ +
Antinociceptive ++ +
Psychotropic ++ -
Anxiolytic + ++
Antipsyehotic - ++
Mewroprotective antioxidant + ++
Antiemetic ++ +
Sedation + -
Agitation (Alzhelmer disease) + -
Tic reduction (Tourette syndrome) + T
Opiate withdrawal reduction + ?
Migraire reatment + +
Bipolar disease + 7
Dystonia +
Parkinsonian symptoms + 2
Withdrawal symptoms to other drugs (reduction) + +
Motor nearone disease (ALS) (increased survival, function) + +
Cardiovascular Effects

Bradycardia - +
Tachycardia + -
Hypertemsion + =
Hypotension - +
Appetite/Gastrointestinal

Appetite + -
Gl motility (slowed) ++ +
Antl-Carcinoge nesis

Glioma (apoptosis) + +
Glioma cell migration +
Opht halmological

Intra-ocular pressure (reduced) ++ +
Might vision + -

% 3-1 = & < f:f% (tetrahydrocannabinol, THC) £ & f=

( cannabidiol, CBD ) =i #* - (Russo & Guy et al., 2006)
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$328 X FrZ frenfer B3I 4

% Ji = f~ (cannabidiol; CBD ) 7 1930-1940 & 2 fFF 5 =t d < ¥ ¥ 4%
AHEd s — BP0 1963 & A G RGEE AT 0 RS E 1970 £ A 5 4p
B enBILiEr U2 R P AP RL B e & AR RS L R
ho@] 3-1 0 - L RFRiBE X Frd S ek d F (cannabinoid compounds) & *ﬁ“
d 15% &+ 2 48 (cannabinoid receptor) kiE ¥|2 4 & + dock > i
=< %831 & &~ 5 CBI receptor ~ CB2 receptor ~ 14 %
abnormal-cannabidiol-sensitive receptor = & - CBl1 #%5® #&& 4 % % :7G
v 8 & 2 1 (G protein-coupled receptor ) » = Fo i B ~ A AK{E ~ A 5

W AP RERBTI DR ARBRE -

® 3-1 = & + frf% (tetrahydrocannabinol , THC) £ + fr= fis

( cannabidiol, CBD ) i+ & HH2% 7 o (Russo & Guy etal., 2006)

F_*

LHGEHA r E A RMARAEY £ A g (CBI
receptor) @ £ § i3k % Mgk i 41 § ok (Hayakawa et al., 2004) o 4 o
2 CB2AEARNE P FAFARPHA LN BA g
JOEIA o fr2 CBl 12 CB2 A 6+ s £ e & 4 (affinity) 25
Fenitlo RArB IR Fro B AP R LR ARY LG SRR Ak 0 )
tbg'gé“*/ﬂ“iﬁgii%ﬁﬁﬁ%@* CBI1 2 CB2 12 #h e f ki ok > 12

<

AP o AARFER M 2 A4 B0 A7 4L 5 abnormal-cannabidiol-sensitive
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receptor(Walter et al., 2003) o pt #tF 3 ¢ = FR A - foB L 5 4B g

FROLE G KB G oAk AT E K G 8RR A Fuk s

M T R AR b ORI & gk 4 F & (Mechoulam et al., 2002) > 7

GBI OP B LA o AR R I R H T A A

= £ 7 F#r4] anandamide amidase (35% % i€ {7 #& # fp'% (anandamide )

FOUARE ST FIRRG < RS R g A SRR ey 1t 2T % (Watanabe

etal., 1996) » & £F| p % & A F Tk o
b B e AR BT AL e Y SIS B BT

(Mechoulam & Peters et al., 2007) :

(1)=* = pok s ] Bleo® B 5 4532 CB1 11 2 CB2 < 4 Ro»aH|
3% v,ért Bttt S s e e A RBAR B IRE 5 K CB2 X Wk o

> Fl g ARG Fla Rk R S o e R g g Lenied o G

2 th s 3T E R PR ma = B~ = 78 % 55 < %8 (opioid receptor )
R =3 4% (allosteric modulator) > Flm & 3 B pu-~0 g7 4
X R LS o

(2) #4e Hr]lff (adenosine ) &3t & @ 3 @ ’Jf]1$*if (adenosine) ¥ - f&
Wb 47 (purine) P2 H pe (nucleoside ) » f— & 3 ey in™ > G
de R F OBPE 0 R i e ;_;umesi‘kg A4 arjzﬁﬁ v Brjzﬁ i =
BHATE LR 0% A2 rdlamt o i8R 0 LR T SR TR
4 E R EH ek o B2 DAL BT A D fRio 2 {8 § R
#e¥ fwrz ¢ PH-thymidine cH& wyc » Fla £ F WEEPN Rl W
WL WBE S RS R SR F 6l4e TNF-o 574 4 > FR 2§ 4

Fdrdl s & Fug X g%k (Liou et al., 2008)
B)FEIHET -t BEERIEL FE WS- &8 F

7 e WAY100135 > sz 8 - B 5-HT X M@ > § ~ %7 H &
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PR S s BV B A S R o 0 Fla PR S gk o
(4) d A - podd A g T2 ka7 > &5 5%k (phenol)
g % HEHY FF s (resorcinols) g » k@ chFT
PR EF I P AR SREGE P BY AR
1A EE A PR TR P arekE 2l 4 C
AEEE A E%E RN F FRI A oA B EA S
PR 5 G e T
FI R S fr= fosF 5 2 el a 7oA S G SRR S
(1) #=% X & & (antiinflammatory effect) 12 % #§ 1 ?f‘g :
Malfait % % 12548 ¢k (invitro) § B3 R~ = Bl (70
4 B & L] B R 2% i IFN-y 11 2 TNF-o §8 % > @
TNF-o Z_B & LAY € & ol g F o Slwbe 2
( pro-inflammatory cytokine ) » (2 £33 & & & 4p B cvc % o pLeb s B
7 FrdliE i F &~ 3 (reactive oxygen species; ROS) e ff e 2 g b
NO # 2 ek (Malfait et al., 2000) o
Sacerdote & 4+ M EMEEM A DT HRET LS S FL T
FOU R F B BR e prd IL-12 X R Ao du L F B ok
IL-10 4 ;& (Sacerdote et al., 2005) -
flw ¢t » El-Remessy % 4 & 41 4 & Jy%fj"\ffia R
FRZFFHELDFTHREBT B S o e R TR E
AR NCORGE RS o L Y B IS S R AR S
s gl fr (blood-brain barrier ) #3102 4 L ehF 50 X fp= o T
ff RS F (i d s o pEYE S TNF-o s i 8 374 F]13 (VEGF) >
¥ $r4] p38-MAP kinase > d ** p38 MAPK & - #& g & et

#?’Zuﬂ*’ﬁ%gaﬂ e eE LB iﬁmifpfﬁr+’l?’£ﬂ?m”é’m
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£

FE4 47 7 £ &4 4 o (El-Remessy et al., 2006; El-Remessy et al.,

2008) -

(2) #imre &= ¥ % (antiapoptosis effects) :

A%

T &y

Iuvone ¥ X A FER ST HFIR > Ao BT UPrFIFEA G

o

19 i e B-amyloid peptidec 2. 7 75 F

[«

% 7 R & o B-amyloid peptide
hlmie €3 2 EMF A G i 4e 1 B Py BT eAg § 1Y e PF caspase-3
o Ao R ek L B P ERA IR
bodmie NGRS R R 0 B- B ERme k- A2 om K S e
LSRR T RS P W aniEAR 0 ¥ the ¥ U RS caspase-3 e SRde
(pro-caspase-3) A& # - fr pF» E 5 #r4] p38-MAP kinase ##fk i 9

EAL 0 T E G A ek .

Minocycline :7f§ 4 &2 75 & *

%4-15%  Minocycline s#f§ /i % ik B4

Minocycline hydrochloride & -~ f& % & = » B & Mg e Rk 2

(tetracycline) 4 4 » H i 8 N yr@ 4-1 - 17+ & 1“,% AT T

e LA AR EEEASR L 0 FIP S S AR iE

S FUB L~ FUk (antiapoptosis) ™ % 8% fiF (anticollagenase ) ~ %

FFrFIE LRGP R o S FLITE RS AR TR R R &L

(rheumatoid arthritis ) =7, % % 3 (Baptiste et al., 2004; Elewa et al.,

2006) kg2 h B d T E 7 ST B g Ap 0 AR PG A KA

F 5 {38 > IR minocycline & 3 4Fef iR vk 0 ok 4-1 47

7+ (Zemke & Majid et al., 2004) -
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o
OH 0 OH o I
OH C—NH.

N(CH,), N(CH;),

OH

Bl 4-1 Minocycle hydrochloride it § B4 5% o

(Zemke & Majid et al., 2004)

Animal Model of Disease Effect of Minocycline
Focal ischemia Decreased caspase | expression, inhibition of microglial activation
Global ischemia Decreased caspase | expression, decreased iNOS expression, inhibition of microglial activation
MNeonatal hypoxic ischemia Inhibition of calpain-cleaved substrate production, inhibition of caspase 3
Intracerebral hemorrhage Decreased MMP-12 expression, inhibition of microglial activation, inhibition of apoptosis
Traumatic brain injury Inhibition of caspase 1
Spinal cord injury Inhibition of caspase 3, inhibition of cytochrome ¢ release
Huntington disease Decreased caspase | expression, decreased caspase 3 expression, inhibition of iNOS
Amyotrophic lateral sclerosis Inhibition of cytochrome c release
Multiple sclerosis Decreased MMP-2 expression, increased IL-10 synthesis, decreased TNF-a synthesis
Parkinson disease Decreased caspase | expression, decreased iNOS expression, inhibition of microglial activation,

inhibition of p38 MAPK phosphorylation, inhibition of NADPH oxidase

% 4-1 Minocycline &4 55 }?3 R RN T B oo S i%RE %k o(Zemke

& Majid et al., 2004)

%4-2%  Minocycline 4! (%2 4] i 4

,

B2 AR TP 4 0k o minocycline FEF chiTh Bhiv R 2 FH > A3
bl iRk AP M AT L 07 0 B B R minocycline & {7 17 % chs ]
H ¢ # 42 minocycline & F B AR i > FR T 02 ARGINE LI pET

W ol e F PR ® B & 12 (glutamate excitotoxicity ) ~ e+ i
% sn?z (microglial cell) e it 11 2 Fr4|imbe &= w484~ F (proapoptosis
mediator ) £# & > F]PL R 4o 5w re cn5 % (Tikka et al., 2001 ) o “,f g

2 ‘b # 8 T 34 4p di ominocycline+ £ Fraf f}»’f_’gij‘ﬂﬁ ## *z cytochrome

c 11 % Fri| caspase-dependent fr caspase-independent =93¢ 5 fm ¥z 5 = iR
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&0 FtiE B G % (Baptiste et al., 2004) o

A APCFEAP M S G 0 Zhang ¥ At w v pedk Lk AR g AR
R O T o PP S e § AR R BB XY
- B AR e i o d SN me S AR B S A GG T Ap
i (McGeer & McGeer et al., 1995) > ]+ #2004 & Zhang % A 12 k3% H40

BT a0 B 0 £ %S minocycline R @ s g kAN g

L
».

Bk 2 A4 AFHREEFHEF S 2P %3 minocycline 2 {8 &
TR S e e it X 0 BRI o9 % (Zhang & Lei et al.,
2004) «

Leung ¥ 4 » #F IR AEH (invitro) #58T k2 aap Sk m
e ig d 0 %4 9uM k& shminocycline ¥ 14 G sxenid ] FRE R R e o
Pk o d NP AT R R AL RIS et ioBcR o Bl EH SRS T
¥ R eI Bev) fmse 5 1 v e 1 oV b 3 & § 7] 4 minocycline £ 7 E 4
Fum LR Fg (e o gt dh B F e caspase S90S 1L iE T Fim e
ez % (Leung et al., 2007) -

SREEP WA Y hi % 0 3% minocycline A & § F] 5 T A A B4 A
# P4 & iR v % (Zemke & Majid et al., 2004) :

N R L

(1) #Frd] d g% dm¥e i 1 12 2 matrix metalloproteinases (MMPs ) 7§ 3x :

ki

TEFFS A L@ MMPs 28 T2 g &

Rl L5 MMPs § fRdmee o fFene 5 4 0 Fl
@R L e Forp Y skt 2 TR T ¥ H ~ > Fla R
BHE o TE K AL EM minocycline 12 & 2w R F Y LG e
#] MMPs 2% > ¥ 4 g LR = TR F R T 0 RS

% minocycline & F #r#] MMPs & % T #f = 3k i@ 4 IR %
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(Brundula et al., 2002; Stirling et al., 2005) -

(2) B &R mre aE v L 2w auT § ¢ R B e g Y 8 e
LR LG £ & O Y > Yrjanheikki & A B3 IR A4 Mg
Ak 384k w H P 0 X4 minocycline & R 0 M e T vk
(Yrjanheikki et al., 1998) -

(3) #r41- § i § & = fi* (inducible nitric oxide synthase; iNOS ) &% 14 »
[ I S U NG LD "o g : Sd

Z o~ Pl k- apik L A7 ¢ B X5 minocycline ¥ 4R
calpain-cleaved substrate <174 2 > p* 4= B H_n%2 3 5 (necrosis) FF &
& k05 ¢t *b minocycline £ 3 #r4 lactate dehydrogenase -
caspase-dependent 14 2 caspase-independent % ‘w2 /&= (apoptosis)
S BT FN B R Y A B ik > SR e eh
2
B2 78 minocycline &y F FE R ¥ e G R  H2W R E B

WP G T LA S EE IR AR > e d N H B g3

MR Z R b AF AT Y BT A SRk 0

=

m.;\!‘

Tk (7540 SR F P DB &
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FZ% FHmHRE 2

\u

5o 2
P e * 2 5% #02 Spraque-Dawley (SD) + B> B3tk A, =
MERH T EF R E G CEEE o E Y A 150 F| 200 2

NF 2 fad
P < Edp g%y SHE 73 FHREBFEARABFELY T
GRS  RERFTEORRMIEBR P2 FLL 12 pFERN
212 PR R BTGB o AR SR ke (7Y # & ARVO

(Association for Research in Vision and Ophthalmology ) % #4777 & * 3R
7_ (ARVO statement for the Use if Animal in Ophthalmic and Vision Research ) -

B b4 E 35 00 D £ s % thiamylal sodium ( Citosol®) #3z;1

BT o

FoF R EALRR R A B

g B R FRFEG T F - AR L 122 RREY
ke R e £ > B £ enF kg & L 50-100 lux 2 B o A 2 i ¥ Noell i
FLHEY AR SRR S > B Ao B E i g p N L ki #
N EREE Y Sk (white cool light) B3 &HEehl + 3 > BIRBEDHF @
KPR AT 1200-1400 lux #F 2 20T 0 00 12:12 chk R FTREP RS B 2

o FHRBRAZEEIMB Y- AR L -

Yo & FmERMPgELE
ARG P ER LS hE S ¢ 2+ - f (cannabidiol; CBD ) 3t THC
PHARM GmbH #7 # %% (Mirosin® injection » minocycline HCL 100
mg/vial » ;*4 ) fgv APt Y i bt E S o

-0 IR
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1. P2 (vehicle): %+ 1 10% Tween 20 4c + 109 & FFPHF R & 3¢
AR BORAB RS A AR R i R
2. cannabidiol Jpk . Z 7 fRF A E 0 T RE KB S G V- A
SRENGE I VI RESEE R F X RA G
(1) = p %+ Smg/kg - %5 (C5-1)-
Q)% p %3 10mg/ kg - %3 (C10-1)e
()& p &3 20mg kg B - 43 (C20-1)
@) 5 p %3 Smgkeg BFLT 43 (C5-4)
(5) #p %3 10mg/kgFes 4% (Cl104)-
3. minocycline ;5% %
(1) * p %+ 45mg/kg» B - %+ (mino-45) -

2) % p %3 90mg/kg» E - &3 (mino-90) -

Frd EFHOREEHRS
< Jfr= 5 (cannabidiol ) & =35 =0 #-+ = fi5 & 8802 10096 & FiF)
MBI Rk, ed & kel 2 kR 5 2.5 mg/mL(5 mg/ kg ) 5 mg/
mL (10 mg/kg) # ¥ 10 mg/ mL (20 mg/kg) » fii i » b 4o 42 5 £ 12
1096 Tween 20 % f£-L % )ﬁ&iﬁ‘% o X PR R E %S 1095 Tween
20 4v b 1090 & FFPE R &30 A TG BoR R R RAERR o T~ B AR
LRFEAREFTH 12 FRE SR e FERE LT AL

M

Bd (FXGEFIRE24 )P )e 975 LB VT 5 o
Minocycline B £_%- Minosin® injection /2 4 72 & #Hoke ] 5 2mL g3

oo # HER L 50 mg/mL - Minocycline i F % & 5 45 mg/ kg/ day 1 %

90 mg/ kg/ day & ‘o » H B A o 0T 4 BY AR kA EALERE T 12

PRI o B S G v st
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I8 WPEITARL e&ETL P

BRI R eg Dl ¥ A BRI T R BRI e Ak AR
-‘Iﬁi B2 (6% - R EFARRERTARE o TS E X it 5 BPM-100
Control Program System > ERG/VEP v5.50 » RetinoGraphic Inc » USA - * ik
B P PEVRAN > 4 ST B EE €47 4 (contact lens
electrode » ERG-jet » Universo Plastique Inc » Le Cret-du-Locle » Switzerland ) »
%% 7 &P E w438 T 4 (platinum subdermal needle electrode F-E2 »
Grass-Telefactor Division » Asto-Med, Inc > West Warwick » RI » USA) > @ £
iR ARt T AR & (ground electrode » Grass-Telefactor Division »
Asto-Med, Inc » West Warwick » RI > USA) o #7 % & (TAL T A Bl & o
ARELT-AHBOBHERR O RFL V12 FO2 R RY (dark
adaptation ) °

th %38 7 P -+ B0 isoflurane &7 2 AR ® B ORRES 0 X0 IR RS E
R o hw L% B IVREBEAR (Mydriacyl » tropicamime® 0.5% > Alcon )
AR R AR TR AR A RIPE E 0 2 THRRE T
WMAPAREIAFTIL TR FRESETRNIAVGERGE £
BT A Rlep & 0 o

AR E P RVRENRT A BB (flash electroretinogram )
HPEkkRu s 0dB (2R HE =1 10dB 4p % ** 1 log cd-s/m” > 7 4p % »+ 1
log-unit) » % = i % ¢ Bd = ch kL PRAE (7T 0 F 5 = k2 R LA
I 10 f) s ¥ o

T R BRI AR Y § R Y e Y addkigikiE
FAERTIOEHPN F- BEPEOL e RS bRARED Lw f e tA]

BoMBET T - BhoS g TR EE o
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15 % B ATk ;@z‘ﬁ,fwstspf; B2 (6% = X 4% i £ ehthiamylal
ummMCMm@)ﬁﬁ%uﬁ@iﬁéﬁﬁﬁ’iﬁﬁﬁﬁ%Qﬁﬁﬁﬁ
B G SN AR T 2 PRIR R f (transconjunctival enucleation ) o B~ rip% 5
® 3%~ 10% formaldehyde & 17 B %o 2 {8 £ JARA Sabpe i o 5 P 2

3 (eye-cup) > ¥ fli¥ s> ¥ fo p¥ 12 hematoxylin-eosin (H&E) % it

SR e e 8k B AT et (Nikon elipse 200) BLBET § oL b
chigis > o w1 R FHOS LT A -

BIR et i 17 oM B ) s R R K R R
LG RGR B0 eAA SRR 5 250 um A 4s 0 12E 500 um IR o

“

WIS TG R TR R K BRI - R E B R T B (7R

s

T AR F o FE N ER A inner plexiform layer; IPL )~ jr +% & (inner

=k

nuclear layer; INL ) ~ ¢t £ & & (outer plexiform layer; OPL ) ~ *t % & (outer
nuclear layer; ONL ) ~ 12 2 g <k fn#2 k& ( photoreceptor segment layer; PSL) %

ke B oo Fepl S d - A R EAERIT

FoE AORmE LB RS BRI

AOFGRERRG T 2 5 AARRNEE § e s b 0 R R
B4 im0 R Y AR R B A S S SRR e th
Bt AN AKkBETZ AT % H X A Kz A EE D

thiamylal sodium ( Citosol®) FRER & o UEVRA B REFE B F B D

Y

S BGE TSV T 2 IR "fTT (transconjunctival enucleation ) » I & &
AR E

(1) -3k e 582~ optimal cutting temperature (OCT compound)i& {7 ¢ 12 i

39



B At-80°C/kfaiE (74 i W > 2 {8874 %7 & (cryosection) e
(2) 12.100% 7 fr (acetone) {7 H T 6 48 > ¥ h §23 > 30 & 48 °
(3) MPBS#i%=3=x2 184 » 3%:E % i* & (hydrogen perioxide, H,O, [Merck,
Darmstadt, Germany)) % 37CHRE T »#F k&% 1544 £ 12 3 = PBS
Wk o
(4) 1125% & ¥ 5 i (horse normal serum) % ¥ > % 37°CHE ™ @k #
¥ 30 &~ 48 -
(5) 12 primary antibody ( mouse anti-OX42, 1:100 [Chemicon, Millipore]) & & >
3T CHRB THEEEE A5 048 - PBS A3 23 448
(6) 12 Non-Biotin Polymer HRP %4 ¢ 1 ;| £ = (super sensitive TM non-biotin
HRP detection system; BioGenex Laboratories, San Ramon, CA, USA )& {7
4, 4
» 17 super enhancer reagent % Z "7 37CHR B T ¥k F § 60 » 45 PBS
ik 3 20 & 2 3 A4E o
> 11 poly-HRPreagent % % > 3" 37CH 5 T #k#F ¥ 60 ~ 45 - PBS i#
3R BRI 4o
» 172 one step AEC (3-amino-9-ethylcarbazole) % % 1 ~» 4887 %5 ¢ o
PBSi#£ 3=t » & =x 3 A4k -
(7) ™ g+ % (hematoxylin stain solution [Muto pure chemicals, Tokyo, Japan] )
hEl2ireimHFdid e

(8) imikts iy » U RIBMIREGFIHY -

R A al- VA
32 P loEHEL P o SRR T AR ad L E b IR

BRI AL 0 PR R P TR R R 0 XA B T R
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2 Student’st-test A 47 R B PL2Z BFETFT IR FLRL od Lo BH 2L F
4T P AR E A P F s e 7 E P % B s 49 (one-way
ANOVA) 122 g%+ % B fica 7 (two-way ANOVA ) & 7 fia#| & &7 3 #F =< dc
2 e 2 X3R5 HFLE (p<0.05)-
Foh R R R M e Bl TR B TR SR e Y

Student’s t-test »* # £ F 7 B ¥ £ & (p<0.05)-
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Fry &RE%

Fo8 RPEETRARZLAHSE

Ay R P MR R EEFR kR ARG 2
2R 0 T R ENT A BRSO R EFRR Y IEE X R RALEE
TABY ARG | KA L kBT o AT RER PSR
7 14 1500~1800 lux 33 A& sk BB i 17 24 ) BF (120 12 Padkersk R ) oh
BB GEFRBERLY AT R REDGT o Fl AT R
1200~1400 lux c5g & &7 kBB i T o

FRZ o BERRFR O ERGTLEME S A ARG EE e
AT T AL AR 0 & ARG S ] R R T R R
BT AR RAKBRETEE S R EAAREES L EIEER o

Bl 4-1 & AR 2T A Bl e % ’Av\“*]fx%%ﬁﬁf%%"é‘ﬁﬁﬂﬁ ¥R
(N~ s st (V) = Bl prig e (245 5 mg/ kg~ 10 mg/ kg & f&4|
ETHAXLS B %A ks~ 20mg/ kg & £ 0¥ X %4 ) ~ minocycline
e ke (¢4 45 mg/kg ~ 90 mg/kg B fAH B HH LA )T g AR RFiE A

Rty TR o MR ALk Bl ¥ BRESRA LR o

$1-18  AeEwTABakz A e%

Fe 41 SRR (SH S XAREWT AR Y a kiRt 4p
HWARGT DT YAREET AR akmtgeay Atk (R T
2E SRS S A R ke JDRRERE SO0 PR S b
RAPIEIE > e AR A RBEMZFORRIEESE PR R
epteh bR 41T L FIRBG T BN E mha 4RIFIG - LR
SRt 0 B R LR HRET Rk b WD ¥ H85482.9% (L5

BEHEE L S n=4)
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FI*BA2F U REEE B ES SR AR HREY N EY
sha iRty o H Y "# 7 12 cannabidiol 5 mg/ kg/ day - Bl 2z
BEARnud B 2oy digxrid (p<0.05) > *&FARREWakik
Py & F ek o

-4+ %% cannabidiol Jk B ¢ $3% a b B3 ox % it 0 5 mg/ kg/ day
2 10 mg/ kg/ day i &> 8- HiTm A L LS T a g R IRE
Mk L AR A3 LAY RS SR AT I ehE R > T Y
FIREARE N a ARG AET AR fols A BAp > H G donk
A 5 A Hrck & (p<0.05) e @ B3 hd Bk R 2 R R EF

AEEAREN A A NIRRT 25 0 AR 447 0 AT
minocycline 90 mg/ kg/ day ¥ =t % & igle vt > H i & v o SR Y
PEEHT ' (p<0.05) > FREISR MBI X AP EESNLE o A4k

Bigd e AP ARa HNIREFERFES > 2 5 2 minocycline 90

mg/ kg/ day ¥ =x %5 7 i | ik gk o
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o v
VoY

W41 2 ¥ ARUZERFETEF - L 0FEZREETARAR -

PPk VAR e T ot Bl ie 4R B BPM-100 kiR & 5 0dB s PR R RE 10 ) 0 B
AR AT e WG TR 30 A BRI BRI R 12
JFE AT < BB sk R e C ! cannabidiol 5 mg/ kg/ day » H =X %5
D : cannabidiol 5 mg/ kg/ day > %= w =% ; E : cannabidiol 10 mg/ kg/ day > ¥ =x %+ ;
F : cannabidiol 10 mg/ kg/ day » %+ = =% ; G ! cannabidiol 20 mg/ kg/ day > H =% %

4 5 H : minocycline 45 mg/ kg/ day ; I : minocycline 90 mg/ kg/ day °
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241 RRAFRPCHRDELRGILS - X L ERECTAF a LRIGH

AR
Rat No. No. 1 No. 2 No. 3 No. 4 No. 5 Mean+SD
Group
N 85.2% 110.1% 87.4% 109.4%  97.7%
\Y% 15.3% 1.2% 9.1% 8.9% 8.5+2.9%
Cs5-1 32.8% 35.7% 42.9% 70.9% 45.6+8.7%
C54 15.4% 26.7% 20.6% 5.2% 17.0+4.6%
C10-1 41.7% 41.6% 39.6% 41.0% 33.4+7.6%
C10-4 26.2% 15.2% 32.2% 24.5+5.0%
C20-1 18.5% 43.3% 38.4% 38.4% 34.6+5.5%
Mino-45 104.2%  96.0% 75.9% 84.2% 90.1+£6.2%
Mino-90 80.2% 110.6% 104.1% 105.7% 100.1+6.8%
300
. * BOUIEBE T RIAREEA

E 250

2 I

Ei 200 J_

B 150

g

2 100

<

g iJ1 JJ] JJ]

&« 50

0 J \ m | .
C5-4 C10-1 C10-4 C20-1 mino-45  mino-90

W42 KRFAFRPEHRLEF - ALK EHOFHBRELRPET AR ak
g LW e

"# 7 11 cannabidiol 5 mg/ kg i# Flrid4xgez ot Hpt o p ERFALR o X
2ARBAHBEAEETABAAY chal €3 2% 2> e $7 cannabidiol 5 mg/
kg %3 43 e inagp o B4 ®Eed o T4 L & meant SEM 4
ook D RBRETEE S X EFLE p<0.05-
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75.00 7

50.00 1

awave

25.00 4

0.00 -
(1Vv)

4 10
dosing times does

W43 kBFHEGFTEF - X3 cannabidiol 7 F X F 2 H E TR EBT A F
a L ehm & W) o dosing times : X Z =< fic s dose t K FEHE c T MU TIBEL T o k-

LR TEH S A AIFLE p<0.05 e
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a-wave implicit time(ms)
o o o
T T
*
*
!

o~
I

[\
T

0 ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! | |
C \ C5-1 C54 C10-1 C104 C20-1  mino45 mino-90

Wdd4. XRAERPEHEBPELRGILF - I L eRPEI AR a k=l

w - ",f 7 minocycline 90 mg/kg fe ¢k 5 g e B RE R LR o (N A CEREAT a
AR E G RES R El.*",ﬁi 7 minocycline 90 mg/kg ¢t feri ek > H s B
W W E P gk o T R mmeant SEM £ 7 o k D RRB T (S K- X

adk IR LR p<0.05-
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F128 ARPEWTABDAZ AR

242 R s RS E S RALET A BT b endRiE 4P
LB E L K AL T LB b IR RE A R 1
BB G I KRG P dcE ) R AL ET LR ObRIRIEE A o F
PFRERR BRI D LG P AR E & X R T S o B Y 1
PR T R ARA B G BeE 0 BB 2 W['E 0 %S minocycline 90 mg/ kg/
day igfers ¢ o ¥ g - TARRK AT R o

B 4-5 v i & W B S S R S AL R B R RY Ghb LR
tgy o H ¥ £ 7 11 cannabidiol 10 mg/ kg/day » B bw Xzl BEF AL
P e e EFLE (p<0.05) > & FARPED RIRITE G
[ e S

¥ ¢h 4445 cannabidiol Jk B P 3T b R s % i iE 0 5 mg/ kg/
day £2 10 mg/ kg/ day i/ & » & 352G AR 2 55 B bk R E
PRk PR e Rl 4-6 7 L3[4 * BEF]F R R AT Rl %
LR REOTARREICD ARG DIRY L R oS fAp b > BB
Pr R RV 5 A Hrek & (p<0.05) - @ B3 hd Bk R 2 R &R

F_*

BLEAR b L RPEE S 6 B 4-7 T £ 7 cannabidiol 10 mg/
kg ¥ =t &4 iz ¥ minocycline & Eueh > Arg mnp EREF LR o (X4
%%gﬁ&b%ﬂﬁﬁ%@&%’k%%ﬁjﬁiﬁuﬂ’ﬂﬂgﬁﬁw
BOLRHBESP RS D (p<0.05) FREE SRR EAVT REF

LR RAEN ARG TR A Nb R NIRRT g2 E D RE g

3 o
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242 ARFEAPEHEDAXBEILG S X LERPTT AR b RIRFEE

AR
Rat No. No. 1 No. 2 No. 3 No. 4 No. 5 Mean+SD
Group
N 107.9% 107.9% 89.2% 108.9% 86.1%
A% 6.1% 3.1% 7.3% 7.4% 6.0£1.0%
Cs5-1 48.5% 46.5% 48.0% 60.2% 50.8+3.2%
C5-4 36.7% 34.9% 28.0% 12.8% 28.1+£5.4%
C10-1 49.7% 58.0% 50.0% 54.9% 53.24£2.7%
C10-4 25.0% 14.6% 25.0% 21.5+£3.5%
C20-1 22.6% 43.2% 41.0% 41.0% 37.0+4.8%
Mino-45 87.0% 88.5% 73.0% 77.1% 81.4+4.9%
Mino-90 85.3% 114.1% 77.1% 110.4% 99.0+7.5%
400 l%ﬁi?ﬁ%t%;éé?%ﬁ@%ﬁ
T
350 . J_
ESOO B [
§250 " % — —
= S T |
A A
| S :
100
50 —
0 | [ | ] 1
Cs-1 C5-4 C10-1 C10-4 €20-1 mino-45 mino-90

W45 KRFERPEHERLEF - L L[ EHOFHBELREET AR DR
=T R E e

phud

% 7 17 cannabidiol 10 mg/ kg i 46 w X izt s Hept e EREE X B o (X
2oL TR A B bk €33 4 B8 @ &2 cannabidiol 10 mg/
kg F o4 4xiglemhanof ey B il d o FAL L 2 meant SEM %

ookt kRGBT X AIFLE p<0.05 -

48



o
o
*

W
O eRsERE R

-

(=)
|_

*

[oN
o

wn
o
H

[O8)
[«
|

b-wave implicit time(ms
) S
(e S
! !

H
o
\

O |
C A% C5-1 C5-4 C10-1 C10-4 C20-1 mino-45 mino-90

W46 LBAFRPTHRERALBRGILT - L L ERPTTRF D RPFR
B - ",f 7 cannabidiol 10 mg/ kg ¥ =t ¥+ i% % £ minocycline = 127 > 475 W
PEMFAR c AL ARITDANMOPEF LG TS o B Tz w

b How B won o T lﬁ'—gm o F At & % meant SEM £ ¢ o Xk 1k

X

150.007

QABM-

4 10
dosing times does

W4-7. LRFEG T 5% = <> %3 cannabidiol 7 F =% & A T AREET A FDb

W e & B ° dosing times © X Z =X fic 5 dose { L EH E o FTHLILTIBE L T o k

BT r- RHEXLS B LS G AtgaL £p<0.05-
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X

§ ERBEE EER
F2-18  AREWEEERZ ATIR

Bl4-8 7 Ak BRAEBRT T FAREWILE T L B4R
Fusens ST L TRR G T HOTAL R R R SR R

2R
+

AHE BRI R RN o B n R iR A L BE - B 4-9-1
AW 4-9-2 PIEGE I R R R B2 YA RE AR
PR R G AR erbghie o 243 £ 44~ 445 4 4-6~ % 4-7
E‘JE‘T&%/”\’%} Pt o

fh g K ek > X4 cannabidiol 10 mg/ kg/ day B st 2 45w
=X ~ 11 %2 cannabidiol 20 mg/ kg/ day ¥ =x %7 &= & > AR D
FARenh Pk BFNLR L B A T2 SFRTZ BApFONISR
HRe 3 BFLR N Fiz- v RBE G P KB RRF > 2t
ATIS B E AR T - RARR DRECE

f pLz_ ek > AR cannabidiol JE R P RTAR ST A B R o %
# it e 5 mg/ kg/ day #2 10 mg/ kg/ day &5 & > i2— HER HE B LI X
B AL ok ok RV AT CE TG R R EAS T2
o AMAEABERNEES AT HP ERAE R IR E T E AP
(B 4-10~ B 4-12 )5 ¥ b ph Pk 12 gk imoe g 4 & o3 = dicdp
Moo BT otk B A S 4T goek & (p<0.05) e @ BT hd B
ERZERMERFDLE (B 4-11 B 4-14); Rk aRvimp Rl 5 67 a0
FHEMEERT ERSEBFOLR CHE LS ek PRI XL
sc% i (p<0.05)> %7 10 mg/ kg/ day ek & $>0 ¢ 0k enifdrc % » 1t

%4 5mg kg/ day %4 (p<0.05) (B 4-13) -
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B 4-8 + SARPE K2 BRBEEIE -

Al ¥ % &5BIisk 4P 25 C: cannabidiol 5 mg/ kg/ day # — %3 ;D cannabidiol
10 mg/ kg/ day > - %+ ; E : cannabidiol 20 mg/ kg/ day > # - ¥+ ; F : cannabidiol
5mg/ kg/ day > & %+ 2 = ; G : cannabidiol 10 mg/ kg/ day > 2 %+ »w = ; H:

minocycline 45 mg/ kg/ day » ¥ - %+ ; I minocycline 90 mg/ kg/ day » ¥ —
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%43 PERE (IPL) B A & & BenFfl s i

Rat No. No. 1 No. 2 No. 3 No. 4 No. 5 No. 6 Mean+SD
Group
N 66.5 71.53 89.37 76.34 69.55 74.66+4.01
A% 62.31 53.04 57.64 63.16 60.75 67.87 60.80+2.07
C5-1 60.6 61.22 72.76 49.5 72.98 62.44 63.25+3.59
C54 85.72 72.95 55.12 54.21 67.00+7.59
C10-1 57.73 61.19 64.92 62.52 72.59 64.42 63.90+2.03
C10-4 53.02 69.77 36.61 60.36 56.31 55.21+5.43
C20-1 64.00 54.23 57.66 63.5 59.85+2.36
Mino-45 71.38 68.57 57.27 65.74+4.31
Mino-90 83.01 65.35 91.13 87.32 63.83 53.38 74.00+6.21
N # % B Viiagk$pkE; C5-1: cannabidiol 5 mg/ kg/ day » ¥ =x %+ ; C5-4 :

cannabidiol 5 mg/ kg/ day - i § %+ 4 =% ; C10-1 : cannabidiol 10 mg/ kg/ day > ¥

= %4 ; C10-4 : cannabidiol 10 mg/ kg/ day - i& 4 %+ 4 = ; C20-1 : cannabidiol 20

mg/ kg/ day > ¥ =X %+ ; Mino-45 : minocycline 45 mg/ kg/ day > # =x %+ ; Mino-90 :

minocycline 90 mg/ kg/ day > ¥ =x %= | IPL : inner plexiform layer ; INL : inner nuclear

layer ; OPL : outer plexiform layer ; ONL : outer nuclear layer ; PSL @ photoreceptor

segment layer - No. 1 £ No.6 % % |~ BUAR WM F5k & 5 & (pm) cficdp %

% o
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% 4-4. P12 (INL) B R & & 2T R i

Rat No. No. 1 No. 2 No. 3 No. 4 No. 5 No. 6 Mean£=SD
Group

N 33.17 31.74 40.99 36.56 40.63 36.62+1.88
A% 24.01 24.89 22.61 18.45 16.05 25.49 21.92+1.56
Cs5-1 35.76 34.42 38.65 25.09 38.86 34.39 34.53+2.05
C5-4 25.79 30.01 26.96 21.91 26.17+1.67
C10-1 34.22 35.07 42.23 32.07 4421 29.15 36.16+2.40
C10-4 23.33 33.24 24.29 35.43 25.07 28.27+2.51
C20-1 31.81 29.09 26.76 37.48 31.29+2.31
Mino-45 35.07 33.93 27.95 32.3242.21
Mino-90 38.23 24.79 37.24 41.12 34.42 27.88 33.9542.59

N:F¥~BARESER  HAL i kR T 208% - X a5 A - No. |

3 No.6 %47 EALEYN 1A LEE (um) licdh % o

% 4-5. v E KA (OPL) B AR A& EOF MR
P

Rat No. No. 1 No. 2 No. 3 No. 4 No. 5 No. 6 Mean+SD
Group

N 11.21 1091 12.89 13.23 13.46 12.34+0.53
A\ 4.87 6.35 5.63 4.47 4.32 9.18 5.80+0.74
C5-1 10.45 11.28 10.33 9.16 16.41 14.72 12.06+1.16
C5-4 14.49 11.06 9.3 8.53 10.85+1.33
C10-1 11.7 9.43 11.41 13.03 16.83 15.17 12.93+1.1
C10-4 9.17 14.36 8.1 9.15 11.13 10.38+1.11
C20-1 12.65 12.25 10.63 13.45 12.25+0.59
Mino-45 14.64 14.54 14.08 14.42+0.17
Mino-90 15.01 11.33 17.18 14.81 11.98 13.52 13.97+0.88

N:® A EREELERE  HAL eI ERET2Z 8% - X %5 & - No. |

3 No.6R& 7 < EAREW R E B R (um) hilicdp it % -

53



% 4-6. Pk (ONL) B R &4 mehffl it ik

Rat No. No. 1 No. 2 No. 3 No. 4 No. 5 No. 6 Mean£=SD
Group

N 53.53 56.82 49.09 49.64 51.96 52.21+1.40
A\ 14.98 25.2 10.7 11.06 10 20.99 15.4942.57
Cs5-1 47.35 49.17 324 29.6 42.74 43.47 40.79+3.27
C5-4 14.81 17.83 25.98 17.56 19.05+2.41
C10-1 38.8 35.35 41.33 41.06 49.69 50.54 42.80+2.48
C10-4 33.6 39.23 333 30.14 31.47 33.55+1.55
C20-1 38.96 38.47 33.23 34.22 36.22+1.46
Mino-45 50.08 49.95 44.63 48.22+1.80
Mino-90 493 45.19 56.39 48.01 50.18 49.15 49.70+1.51

NiZd B ER AL ERGT 25 - 2 AR - No. |

3 No.6 &% % EAREW P A E AR (um) hiicdp % o

% 4-7. Rxime g (PSL) B R & & BT ARV R

Rat No. No. 1 No. 2 No. 3 No. 4 No. 5 No. 6 Mean£=SD
Group

N 49.22 37.88 44.09 44.16 42.75 43.62+1.81
A% 18.09 22.31 4.82 7.32 6.56 31.04 15.024+4.30
C5-1 52.12 61.75 40.77 19.58 38.73 35.03 41.33+5.93
C5-4 10.52 18.54 18.8 11.41 14.82+2.23
C10-1 45.81 41.13 24.78 40.48 58.28 47.16 42.94+ .47
C10-4 30.19 41.82 30.14 28.15 26.29 31.3242.72
C20-1 31.38 38.51 33.74 35.97 34.90+1.53
Mino-45 38.59 33.52 32.81 34.97+1.82
Mino-90 41.9 35.57 42.73 48.44 34.43 45.24 41.39+2.23

NiZH B ER AL ERGT 25 - 2 AR - No. |

2 No.6 %73~ BAREWR Lwie g R (um) chilfdp b5 -
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BN

av

B C5-1
OC5+4

W CI10-1
OC10-4
E C20-1
E mino-45
O mino-90

IPL INL OPL

W 4-9-1. AP ERERAD FESHUZ AL TR
IPL : inner plexiform layer ; INL : inner nuclear layer ; OPL : outer plexiform layer °

T LR TIEE AT ok I RRFTUR S X BT FAREEER LR p<0.05-

60
BN
50 ov
B C5-1
A4O ” * — |BC5-4
i W C10-1
=30 1 OC10-4
4
ik mC20-1
20 B mino-45
O mino-90
10 —
0
ONL PSL

W 4-9-2. APWERER G FEFUZHEL T LR
ONL : outer nuclear layer ; PSL : photoreceptor segment layer o 3417 & 2T 12F £

ookt RRETUER S BT FARENERLE p<0.05-
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60.00 1

0.00 4
<

20.00 A

I B B
1 5

dosing times dose

W4-10. LR E 5 3 12 %= X - 5 cannabidiol # F = ez A § T AR e FoR

; v o IPL @ inner plexiform layer ; dosing times : 4% % =< # ; dose : 3% # 4| £ (mg/
P ’ gt )

ke/day) e TR EsELR S
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30.007

20.007

NI

10.007

0.00°

dosing times dose

W4-11. kRFES T 5% = < ) 23 cannabidiol # F = Besr A€ T AR WP 1 K
| | I. i ' . 1 | | :
. A =F 200, L), -
v #& o INL : inner nuclear layer ; do_sm% times { 4k % = #ic ; dose | L EH E (mg/ kg/
\ : | | Ne=h | -I .5
day)e FH MU TELF o % kBRI US - THILI BB BIPP

BERTEFLRE (p<0.05)-
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12.001

8.007

1dO

4.007

0.00°

dosing times

W4-12. XBRFEG T2 5= 3 83 cannabidiol 7 & = Bc2y A £ T AL aeh
& v & - OPL : outer plexiform layer ;:dos'ing- ti'n:ges 4B S dose t L EA R (mg/

kg/day) e FHAE0ELE T |
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40.007
30.007

o
520.00‘

10.007

dosing times dose

W4-13. k@FEBH T 5% = X ) 23 cannabidiol # § = Besr A £ T AR P 1 K
{ [ [ Al i . =
2=yl .
v #& o ONL : outer nuclear layer ; dosiﬂ!g times Er-) = ¥k ; dose F =& E (mg/ kg/
VL = M)
day) e FAR LT IBE L7 o %k ! Joﬁﬁh; T ¥ - X AR RS g

BEPPRRRTHFLE (p<0.05)
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40.00 Y

10.00 4

4 10
dosing times dose

W4-14. XRFEF T 2% - < 7 %3 cannabidiol # F = #2 R TR EHR L iw
%z J v* & o PSL : photoreceptor segment layer I.;' dosing times : 4% % =% #c ; dose : 4%
| | } 1Lk ot

&% % (mg/kg/ day) » ?T}luli;lﬁ"_% Gk KRBT XHERLT B S

ZHEAgAg kme kAR HFLE (ps0.05)-

5228 REEIALZKBEER
1 4-15 7 LI KPR 6 18 i mosh Py g 0 BRGES Lk b
B ehdmre 2R B 4-16 BIT LRk BAR RS R A b T

ARG R o R AR g X PR E i T o
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R LI L

B 4-16. AR PPk HALRE A A RS F AR TA T o
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HeWhdmbe §of BB A4

BAFT UKRG TR 126 )P

- FERE HYL R HREE
fL A

rvt'}“l /51Iﬁ.‘m‘ﬁﬁi’}?;ﬂ-‘ ’Eﬁglﬁ%‘lé\

12 ] P AR DT 30 € P ORE R AL DR 1 P e 5
36 ] R AR E K B o

TR Bl 4-17 s

% 24 7
R e ) % 36 T 48 ] FFZ (S R B 419 5 % 60
T2 FERENEY CE T AR T

I EARERET S TR IRRS

2

e

0 o B 4-18 BT B
F e PR BE A L e A T o

TR fpe A0 IR AR e it K

B e
& AR A

+%
g
Qe

7}&J_4i+>’z ,E;B;FW%_LT , /r'% E"’k’/r%ii’%“?'m} _;gim PL‘ﬁL" 2 ).
BAIRAL T

) N S T e W] R RGE — b ) e e R
3 H =t %+ cannabidiol 5 mg/ kg /day ¥2 10 mg/ kg/ day ~ ¥ =x ¥ -
minocycline 45 mg/ kg /day ¥2 90 mg/ kg /day = % o

é_%]4_19?| J’E%I%j‘d-q\/‘ '—'—, 24 iﬁ;'l'ﬁj g%& FE:%B ,L ,J?
Iﬁﬂ,f 7 ¥ = %4 minocycline 45 mg/ kg /day i& e ek > H @ e R ¥R
@Y EFHEELE (p<0.05)7 i

LA LGRS e T ARk o

BT R E 48 B PR e B B e

B 4-20 P] ¥ 2 R3] Ak
FILE F %4 cannabidiol e+

BEFREFDLRL (p0.05) * & 5 GRS
W m e 4 LT % o b PFAP 443 cannabidiol 2 %] > %5 minocycline % B
e} e cnd A

SRS & R 2
421 5 bt T BRES 72 6B | AL m%e B n it 55 A7
TR ER TR RHRES LG

pERPAR > Ripd T AT AR

g5 O

~

R e T S % A TLA i S

ket iz B R gy ¥ g R
£ minocycline 17 fe B fe¥ mre ek H Tt S R BB
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20007 Maximun
> I Minimum
§ (O Mean
c
e 15.00—

7]

o

=

=) .

Q

o

B 10.00

o©

(@]

9‘ (0]

5.00 %
1 - }
0.00 —
| | | | | |
12 24 3 48 60 72 (hrs)
time

W 4-17. LB§ 31

S ) R
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10 pm

W4-18. & ¥ARPEUZ XBE T P

Hee¥i e D Rl g o

A AR LG R ek IR

B:kmig T adis 12]p;

C:hkmipTLdiss 24 | pr;

D: k@i TEhiss 36 pF;

E: Xp@ip 2545 48 ) pF;

F:kmipdgdiss o0 | p;
PRRG T RS E T2 P

B DA GO e o



Numbers

% W 5 EHIRAR
O 5840
%k
*
C5-1 C10-1 mino-45 mino-90

el BB R HR A mie I Rk E o

AT RE ko ook L RBG TS24 FHE R mie mie e p &

Numbers
(@)

NEtcs Al EEAz]
BERE -
* I
%
C5-1 C10-1 mino-45 mino-90

LinRERICREREMD w Rk o

il 48
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35
3.0
2.5

820 -
£ SGEREIEL
215 O ;45

0.5
0.0

C5-1 C10-1 mino-45  mino-90

W 4-21. kG T 215 72 ) BFE ISR B8R HR 2 e Rk E o

LEFRUTIEE LT o

66



I% m

¥- 8 RFEARREEIM L RG22

A TR i ALY i f LB B AL g R0 R R
s d FALEL o d @A b BN BRERMEFEFT HRILD
Pelod 3 Apg DFEERE > Flptd 2 - B orn P H b N A T AL R
WitpM R LT L o

71924 # Keeler % % 3% 0141 % 45 )k B % 'm?2 PDE6 A F1R % 1dl /) &
F RN AR Bt A 2 RG] REND 10 X B R me g
I o g (SR e s § 2 =0 ik Brid 1 (Sancho-Pelluz et al.,
2008) = g2 i § A B4 C HFRRPDRAT] 0 K7 A ¥ knock-out
R B ® 4§58 0 b4 rthodopsin knock-out R B 4 7 0L * 20T 7 ARK R

(rhodopsin) % & AR e T )i °

(dm

R %
FE KRB AR T A e A s e s e

g@ﬁ%%%ﬁm$W£ﬂ@%ﬁ$?ﬁk%ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁ@ﬁpe,ﬂ

34

BT e ks ohipd o @AY L nFE e Flet U 3B S kR Fehg R
o5 19 (85 40 WSS SRR e P 0 AR TG R Y L HNE D Rl s R
H oA sk e L R ik e A2 ks B R T LR e ek B SR 1Y
2pER R R T gz A ¥ g 2k(Hao etal., 2002)

A 1966 & Noell # ) % 34 HAL P s F b 0 215 > §3F 5 2
i TR EBARE S AR SRRPARENE RRER g HY kR
FR LR 4T A
1. FHAEL A3400-760nm 7 Lk (¥ ko B) kHF-Lp R kb

AT KR b f RO B S P RN LR o Bldok & 1

W B %

2. 4R A TE 490~580 nm ehik k0 ARG ALY T ok Rk iR
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3. 2 HALEY  EMRLE 403£10 nm FE R (35524 Y UVA)
TRHFEFRNERETREERE AR R AR F 1 L

i T oo e P B IRLA Y 55010 nm ek ks AR s H 3 s

(Norren & Schellekens et al., 1990; Grimm et al., 2001) -

s R BREERREFEG AP P o - kR FAER
LI RNEAELR PR AR AEOME (BLABIB AP ) A
ERGEAFD kTR Z RSB PFAE S X o b PF Organisciak % X 9 &
SEEST O R RBARGER D FROEBRRE LB FTORRBEE S
R K fmre 5 3 { % BcE (Organisciak et al., 1989) -

%%ﬁiﬂ’ﬁ P RR R ARTEREPN > g BRRFE S AR
KR ML PR BRI PERT R T URRAEDERE ZR
B PRBEARN o B AR N IR EE AT F R H W F) S 40k R e R
(Grimm et al., 2001) -

EAFRL R - RDP RRG RN ER G Rk T2
PE R/ 12 ] ey ek BRIE PR (AR N T OO o A dEs Y o B
PR RE A R R YR PR LT SR b]“*ﬂfrffiaﬁ"_i- g4k
L@ h e o HA i 1000 lux 2+ ek R BB FRE 24 ) FFak
B2t A gFEI PG E o a & 1200-1400 IUX%EIP\ ek R 58
REFRE 24 FORET VLT FE ARG T 5 F 14 1500-2000 lux
FERIE TR 24 PR G 0 R E A RBR NG TR > VA FINREE

PATEIFEENLER  RIFET BB FTHRY o

Fo8 HEREFFOESR

ALY ERRY chES X o f5 (cannabidiol) i % B2 ke
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(cannabinoids ) e— f& > fr P> E_X fre B & o2t e g4l L iRig s A o

FREE SRS it LS S Y RS R RS R

sk > TARILG FIUC B 3 A G 3 ehsc % (Hampson et al., 1998; Thomas et al.,
2007) c T & k friF 5 A R RBPFHN > FFE AN L PG T P EE
3 & (Alzheimer disease) & £ ¢ B #F W G310 PRSI F-pLF A
& F-3E i % (Braida et al., 2003; Hayakawa et al., 2004; Scuderi et al., 2008); %
ARER 5 o R FHFEEL B AR st~ 2% 40 glutamate ~ N-methyl-D-aspartic
acid % o (T3 PRGN T o AREFT F O MALRENA SR Panit
(El-Remessy et al., 2006; El-Remessy et al., 2008) o && 2% < ffr = fsfa§ ok &
WHITI P B A h o LARRD JAFRSOEY Bl fwpld LG o
g VR Fg LITR Pl kS gtk o TR Ad kR E R ki
Y o AT R ANTER R S RS e ko AR R R
RPN T o B RV T TRR L A QiR 0 XY ERE R R AL
ek chik R o F PR i OT T A B

AR GG T B S FRR Y DES LR oES 0 2

methylprednisolone # # ff@fk & AR Sk T - B3 AR O L FIRE G
A 5 3k eniT * (Slivka & Murphy et al., 2001) » - #3205 H ;ﬁd T s 4@
I T s o 0 & 45 1 (1) Frdl b EvarkeE > Fla R g R g S
S EMAEAGT S(2) Frplpd AP ALY P % 5 (3) Frfln
e gk g 5 (4) BIFERELR S (S) FEmi MRS if o g
Bt 0 SFEREEY LR S REES DR P A R R B
hfek b A5 F @ * methylprednisolone i 5 R4V (515 T s B - Ra g2
doamh fry AR o - BT 0 R BB ORI

methylprednisolone 75 f ALA (15 T cdd (iR sk » BER TG FIRES

methylprednisolone § ¥ I| AR 4 Wi P2 &% H_iF3EAR 4 92 % (Ohlsson et al.,
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2004) o #r b AFEIRE GARRES G DR AT X2 5 0 B A AR &Y TR

~=\

VISR FIER SR G B R RS B AR v B S o

AT P KRS S ferc kv eH % minocycline 0 G o TRk F AT
A2 - Tt E l"f A TS R R Aus Rt o s R L ehid * 1F G
Fug W~ Uk~ (antiapoptosis) M E2 LA B G EF o Lot AL T & A YT
7% A7 3 4 Tominocycline & 3 4F e G iR Sk o ¢ 3E3F AR HI0
EXCRZIN TR - SRR T Ul A R TR A L SR ar 8- 3 AR o A
(Yrjanheikki et al., 1998; Zemke & Majid et al., 2004; Kima & Suha et al.,
2009) 0 EAREHD G o T E R BB AT RE P & AR T
7% AR B 9% § % F minocycline & § AR mie i > B 2 Gy
dp 1 s PR oA YHAR e M % cOHCEY T Y minoeycline & 7 in R 0 & F F 4B PR
2k fmPe 153 i % (Baptiste et al., 2004; Zhang & Lei et al., 2004; Leung et al.,
2007)° d ** minocycline & R AR 2 eig F SN gk b 0T AL R IR i
P FI AL ¢ € R &G minocycline Ji * 2tk 2 AR T 25N
T TRk e B gl SRk 0 TP T RS A D B AR SR

ok bt o

B2 E s s
F3-1 8 PR ARL S RHH
A AREWT ABZ B
dOA AL T LB S P AR LR B T A AR
TRRK D e - AR PR AT §LapLE LR L ¢
G A RFTRAAI G o A AFTL P R Y AT LB KR AL
PN AL 0 LR F (EIERL E K S sk en 2 o 2 F e /I?J%ﬁ.i'] g

AREWT A B Y hak 1 E bRIRITE R AR ki B R
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ARBEE > FIpt R RN ARG T T R a1 R bRt
TGO UE DAPAFRH TR G 0 PEFARRTERY €3
AZBE R IR ] o tR et 2 P RARET T b gt B S R R Bl 12
MEE B G E R Kme BHEcE 5 F & 4P M % (Sugawara et al., 2000) -
AL HFRARAEEFRRREL S X 0 WAREET AR
Fa~bp e X FE AP ad FATEFETRS bDRAF L TER G
Bl E acbl T AR ol B F X LD A IRIGT R enlg R G 4 e
d BRI T gk s bR o AR R e > 4 & B TG Rk et
BAR Kmrrcndr 4 > FP T NP AT Y ARBFEL L ik

B kme S PR SG T B BT SRR - R & AR

VoA LG e Rk e 0L R fE gk ke enEt iy bR 0 Tt E R GE- IR
oV A BESERAART LR BRI P IREEE T R T AR

RIE O~ T RR PR DB SR R 0 24 e i

énhn
g

B. = = BT AR B

2R T R S B A R R TR E DA SRk A A G T

Bo U HoR T SR < B R R 0 2 10 mg/ kg/ day sPEIE

EA AL - X MRS - BT D adE e iRty
(El-Remessy et al., 2006) ; 2 NMDA % % Ak e 54! (& & M anfic ;8T P §.%
A % = pr 2mg/ kg/ day Bus o # R E A G RE e i (El-Remessy et
al, 2003) o FIS U2 B ¥ freniih o AAFY Y ERZ BT kR A
% 5-~10~20mg/kg/day » ¥ kPR~ % KEHG L PR P FiR- KL
3 7 I =t #icdE 3t

KRR 3 P 57 B AL B a sk ninp 0 W 24 By

f> Smglkg/day i o5 v g iR R R FEFLR

Iy
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Hept wAn oo HR et 3 MEFOLE 0 AP T LB bk s
> P E_f 10 mg/ke/ day i %5 v xcnip e BN R H R EA LT B

LB FRAPT UEIR s bk AR RO T s

m’ﬁ

T aie R awE v L P SRk R A8 X o kR LA =
SRR R i s

HP 5 ABDE > B E PP KB a~b RSPl BT 2T RT 2R
MR TR e W UL A 51020 mg/ kg/ day = BAIE ¢ 0 12 10 mg/ kg/ day
TBHEF REDa b RRgOFEESE o R Z A5 10 mg/ kg/ day
A BHET RFLI e 2R UFHE S FXLT By A
AR A BedRgE F OPB T o b - B gt i T gy ¢
TR S o pe 1.25-25~5210~20mg/ kg/ day T &7 I E|E 2 3F
BA S EE e > iRy FIHE P U Smg/ ke day i3 s vk B
G RTINS Rrch HEE E REA RS A 2D » P
1B % (Braida et al., 2003); &7 7 5 % & § AR F A1 < o @ IT S0
B B &L enA BUECS  (Costa et al., 2004) o 133 5 % 7 i S A F 4 o

FEEPYEE N EET IR L S

C. Minocycline ¥+ 404 %7 4 Bl 22 B2 58

A7 3 3 34 minocycline 1% 5 S 3h JAR Vs ¥ hE o B AR
R AR a gk A A bR Y LEDIRT o BRI ISR R
wd G EFOLE o FHE P minocycline At AT B G 7 45 e R
Erack > B2 m a7 % 7 & (Zhang & Leietal., 2004) - “f Pz ek B
2T RPN BRI E LA A A (25 T PSS 45 mg/ kg/ day £
minocycline ¥ 4 if F|4¢ 5 %3 5% % (Sanchez Mejia et al., 2001) 5 @ & ¥

— o PR A YA R s R T ¢ R § AR 90 mg/ kg/ day i@
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A o oaE PR G o i (Zhang & Leietal,, 2004) - & A8 7 #IRE
% 90 mg/ kg/day 7 # E tra it & L bk aurtg A Ry ER 45 mg/ kg/

day #x % kit o

328 wHEpEEAER B RS
A ARREWER 2R

d 3R 2 AR % & 5 d K F (thodopsin) @ ¥ - F]p
AR sgenet & (outer segment) 3§ % & B e 2 > Noell % 4 dpdio
Sd ARPREZ S ERGTR/AE SRR - g Rinre f &bk
SRR 0 R POy e PR A R o FIt AR (T
Ifiaiﬂl_m,iuj;g AR R ¥ BRSNS Rk R gﬁgm%%
% (Noell et al., 1966) °

A e MR T P ERR DRk me g g £ 0 @ S
PR SRS R R e R B R F TR o
Pk ag kme k2 o P OLE ;;U,ﬁ; 700 % s s 5 mg/kg/ day
BEES v Azt > B g A S o e 2 E_minocycline i
e w b g mie AR Y PR HREF EFOLE > &
2ipd BEP LS HRRE R ORI T L SRk gk o Rk
g1 BELERA - 0 5~ 10mg/kg/day ied BERT K v
e EE BRI FHE LS S B EN AR RS stk
@i’ﬁm$¢?%@ﬁm$%ﬁ%€°%ﬁiﬂ’gﬁp;ﬁ$%ﬂ
2 IR K$1 ?%fﬁ)@pd}i@%ﬁmé)@iiﬂ v A ;%;;R)éi»"“{ i ﬁ)@i; g
FAERT RGN B X wkBE TS np Pk BT} S BRI
WEEG AR O FRFHEERGE G, HEAREET AR ORPIEEPE o

FLEGR G R AR RS T AR R T RETG T iR
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PR PRV BEARATR IR E b o (3§ F BT g
Rttt B2 WP PR e p BTRA B FARE T B
Bd X bR ALLE ¥ P20% =+ > LA MBEET 9] A2iE
5096 etk fm #e 15 % (Takahashi & Machida et al., 2005) o @ &4 3 i %
B A F TR e N AR PREERDET S G 0 BT
E R 70%~80% =% 0 AR R EL AR F T hiEE
SR AR LR Tl “$ 7 5mg/kg/ day @ F %A v x ez e b ik
FoR Y BET0%~0% 2+ BzmadFE TR E cieRBEES L
- SEM AR BAPROT RORIL R T R AR R B o &

{ LAt e Bl B o

B. AR 2 R

BALENPA LS R o AT R EF R e I § R G
TRAEFD - NREBREFP ORGP BEEAZ T AL LR
Bl S0 Rk RA DB - BARA PR EER LG P
BEenS T o  EAPRCTH B s mn R o o Pk R R enim e 2 7| 2E
Lo TN AT B R PR IERARENDE R ILE K Y o
i A3 g5 HFHF o

RN th o 2 e PR TR R, RO T o XA RUE AR
FWE G ARG T o ApiR2 T o ARA K b (superior) %G T A2
Bt AeARAY 00T (inferior) % BT 0 H ¥ u| AL RN Y 4
AA G S E 1S 2B s $RRA) S T BATR % & (Sygawara et
al, 1998)- @ e AxF %" > A A A FDeN> BRFEEFRET ¥

§ EE e IR o
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¥ 338 HWwez %%3HH

MW L7 el & h P AR HE PR o 4 B AR
R o (T jj‘kafg\;ﬂ B AP FRAl &k Y W e (glia cells) - & E
PRGBSI R o - BN G MM et A Y ¢ RN K& e
% (ganglion cell layer) 122 P2/ ¢+ 42 5 i &8 A5 b= ok L tw
Pe g d oo L o TP R AT A S RS BT ERY 0 Mk
Wi s B g fode nve 5= hr i (Lobov et al., 2005) o

— A FGRET o YA T e € ST IR A 0 TR T
Hupgwme g4 dwie iz A %ﬁ AT e e SR A 3 A
oo RREL A GRENE B 4 o ol 51 7T 0§ B X T
G R ARG B E PR i R B PR 0 g A
:LESTR AR S P =077 R RER S AR I ER e i L = - o gk
ek 0 ¢ 42 IL-1B TNF-a 22 P 5 A5 % Frup dosigfp

iﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁéﬁ%ﬁﬁoﬁ&%%*#@%%ﬂ&%@ﬁ%“%ﬁ

(s
-

2R AT E A S AEAEF Rl e d TR e A
WAL - BARPLY L RILARG A ARY 0 B O wie
F]@

- B

e

€ Fla A2 B S ek o

o333 *—km:}ﬁ“ REFEHN Sk o T BIRGFPES

SRR ST TR T

A5 %% 45 (retinal dystrophies) 7 o # 4% % 3.(Schuetz & Thanos et al.,
2004) o 2_ % e L;Je%;* Mo GALERST I G BESS Y 0 M e 66 4
T ARt % K 1B 45 (Zeiss & Johnson et al., 2004) » 384 7 LA
i PR § A 2 4 BRI fr 2 Pdk (endogenous
cannabinoids ) > A H & o G A Z 2 F 20 B0 o HE P RS
EAECS T Ei‘*u{& I v e b e B 3 s it 3 ff 0 R F](Walter

etal., 2003) o £ st 2 b > Ng ¥ 44 43R > Bk g iR e wnid it chd i B
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(albino) & & # > e Bimie 2 © € B Ik ~ B kimie f ¢ B ehiz
BoRPS € AARBEWET RIS F A 2 IR R E LG e
FIARPCEIRRAL NI M > RIEBRFE AT F L HERE KR
AIABFR BT PREI F AT ERRARIY 5 HNg&
Streilein et al., 2001) - B> AT 7 B &4 ¥ UFR > AX KRG 2
SO Y < BV 3§ e AT R et oA kR D
2.t ¢ RBPFEEZ A F A FEE TN e & LT AR R R Y
2ARGERCT K edniz o B Ak %-#ﬁai‘:}uz‘:ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁs‘?i“'f P FER € 7 Mk
e e BT o

e v g«};

\\u.\

b2 v Liou ¥ 4 A0 d R SRR GRS Wi
CEERPH R EORPH R ER A S BL Al f 45 ALNA2ACA2B
A A3H Y A2AME @f]vff_ YRE BAA DI UE Fr4] TNF-a
A hB i B ERY A Y e ¥ HREE L B 1 A2A Hel B S
FIRE LIRS = e 2 OTIL B AR B s ¢ L G A g R ek
Bl & A F GRS PRI 0 LR o e N g SR
FLBAH % > i HE PR LR F R % (Liouetal, 2008) o ¥
BT AFL RS UFR o Sd o e 5~ 10 mg/ kg/ day i5 R el
WA OE A B 24 ) PR AL Jfﬁm%F’&%’LL%\/r}%If%@&g W
Pl e I i o AR T2 PRI EF LR > R EMO
Bl PUSHERE KD  BEF O X o LG PR e ST e
P oo Ra AT S PR e i o B - i Fla LY E e

Pk gk o A B REARRENOR ke o B F LB anTi

-

g’:ﬁ:"o

7 i
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NEURONS

J s

IL1
Scolube deactivating CD200CD200R
factors (frectalkine, ||-11Er:|.c1|ur15

-~ THF
low ATPIADP) \/

. ROS
i -
i _,’
ASTROCYTES actiadion . | \
prohie'anon | ']_ ———— NO
migration |
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